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Official Transcript of tho Intornational 

Military Tribunal in tho nattor of Tho 

States of Anorica, tho French Republic, the 

United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern 

Ireland, and tho Union of Sovict Socialist 

Republics against Hormann Wilhelm Gocring ct 

al, Defendants, sitting at Nurnborg, Gornany, 

on 8 Juno 1946, 1000-1300, Lord Justico Lawronce 

presiding. 

THE MARSHALS May it pleaso tho Tribunal, the report 
is nado that the defendants Hess and Racder are absont. 

THE PRESIDENT: With reference to the applications for 
witnosses and documentg jhat were made the othor cay in court, I 
will take them in the order in which they were dealt with in Court. 

The first application is tho application of Kaltenbruni 


4 


anc tho three witnesses which ho asks for are allowed;  Tiofonbaeh« 
Kancruth, and Strupp. 

The application of tho defendant Schirach is rejected, 

The application of the defendants Hoss and Frenk for 
Gonoral Donovan is rejected. 

Tho applications of the defendants Speer ent Koitel 
are granted, and the application of the dofendant Jodi for an afr 
fidavit I think was 50141 0577٠ 

The application of the 0402028825 Goering for two wit- 


nesses, Stuckhardt and Burmath is granted, but on the condition 


three . f : d 1 
thet ree witnesses only may be called upon tho 511205 0 


With roforonco to tho application of tho Gofondant 
Hess, tho Tribunal orders 

Tho affidavit of tho forno mbassador Gaus of tho 
17th of May 1946 is rejocted on the ground that it is not in ace 


TT 


cordance with tho pormission givon on May l4, 194 but purports 


of the 
secrot troatios, and form embraced in tho affidavit is 
identified as boing corre ithor by a person who nado tho copios 
or by ono who compared thon with the originals. Such copics can- 


not bo reccived in evidence, and tho Tribunal has twico ruled to 


this offooct. 11289 
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The matter of importance to tho issues before tho 
Tribunal is not the form © ho treaties, but thoir contents, 
already before the Tribuna 
testinony of three witnesses. 
would add nothing to the proof 
truo of the proposal to call, ast 
Support evidence as to the contents of the troatios which has 
beon contradictod, 
The mot y C d of May 1946 to reconsider tho 
Tribunal's fora Lecisio and tho notion cf tho 24th 
to call Gaus as a witness, are accordingly doniod, 
other matter with whi 
poscs to deal, and it is 


TTL 


organizations which tho Prc 


+ he 3. xdi E 3 ~ $ KA Aaf wait <a t mmt : يح وح سر‎ r ams’ ع هو‎ 
to bc criminal will not bo permitted to oxenino or to cross examine 


m 


ac ۹۳7 WAM سلء‎ lan ne na ane $ 
ssos other than tho defendants in 
before tho comaissions 


001160 on tho questions 


That is alil. 
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DR. KUBOSCHOK (Counsel for defendant von Papen): I should like to voice 
one request for the case of von Papene 

On the 6th of J'ne I submitted a written request. This was discussed 
with the prosecution, and the Genoral Sceretary has advisod me to brine this 
matter to the attention of tho Courte 

Prince ErbacheSchocnberg has filled out an interrogatory. His answers, 
however, are partially incorrect and sometimes misleading, ane therefore م‎ 
supploment is necessarye I am suggesting that Prince Erhachee who is in 
American occupied zone in Gmunden, Austria == be transported to Nurnberg 
that he be interrogated, outside of this Court but in the presence of the 
prosecution, to supplement this interroratory. 

My deputy has received a letter from Graf 
also in the American occupied zone of Austria, not far from Gmun^on, the 
sesidenee of. Prince Erbach =e in which he has testified and mačo statements 
in etail about the contaets which the defendant von Papen had with the circle 
of thc assassins of July 20th, 

Since this question was raised by the witness Gisevius, tho defonse 
feels that it is foreed, even though otherwise we would not stress this fact, 
to Cisouss thismatter in the course of evidences. Most likely this matter will 
be covered through an affidavit, 

At the same timo, I om asking that Fount Feil, torether with Prince 
Erbach, be transported to Nurnberg so that, in the presence of the prosecution 
he can depose an affidavit, The transportin» here of both of these witnesses 
is tlutely..assential, because the case of von Papen is imminent anl it is 

possible to take care of these matters by correspondencce 


THE PRESIDENT: Dr. Kubuschok, will you draw our attention to the partie 


wwOuler pointe in which you sae that the interroraroty of Prinoe Erbache 


~ Schoenberg ie incomplete or misleading? 
DR, KUBUSCHOK: In eonneetion with one of the preveding questions of 
w this interro gato ry, Prinee Erbach answered that it had been the wish of the 
7" . ‘defendant won Papen to have-the solution of his task brought about throurh 


"eut peaooful-developmemt rather than through forcee Then, in connection with 
11291 
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a question which follows, as to whether the defendant von Papen acted in 
accordance with these basic political principles, the witness answered as 
follows: "As long as I was thoro, I had the impression that tho defendant 
von Papen acted in accordance with these basic principles, That means the 
bringing about of connections in a peaceful manner rather than with force." 

this last statomont is contrary to the first half of his answer, Apart 
from that, this latter sentence «e 

Are you saying that that answer is incomplete or 

contradictory? 

DR. KUBUSCHOK: There is a contradiction in the secon’ halfe "Rather 
than hy force" is contrary to the first half of his reply, since he sai? that 
he acted according to these principlese 

THE PRESIDENT: ‘he answer that I mave got is: "As long as I wis thoro, 
I had the impression that the defendant von Papen acted according to this 
policy of establishing relations through peaceful means rathor than force." 

There is nothing oontradictory in that, in Enclish. 

DR. KUBUSCHOK: In tho German text it says "rather than with force." 

In the En-lish version the objection is to the word "rather". 


THE PRESIDENT: It means the same thine. It means that he wanted to 


establish the relations by peaceful means rather than with forceful means, 


"Not by force” he meanse 

DR, KUBUSCHOK: In my text it says "rather than by force", 

THE PRESIDENT: That is the same thing. 

DR. KUBUSCHOK: This version might cause the assumption that tho defonde 
ant von Papen did not even consider or contemplate peaceful meanse e want to 
prive, in accordance with the foregoing sentence, that he rejected other means 
than peaceful ones, 

However, if the ich Tribunal will rive this interpretation as was just 
uttered by the Court, thon I havo no further objections and I do not wish to 
press this point. 

THE PRESIDENT: It oculdn't mean anythinr else in Enclish, I con't know 


what it could mean in Germane 


11292 





UMN 


-0 
8 June-/-GES-2-3 Daniels 


DR. KUBUSCHOK: In the Gorman version it would means "I would prefer 
peaceful means, but in the last analysis, if necd be, other than peaceful 
means would hare to be considered, '! 

That would be the interpretation of the German version. ie 
establish and confirm that none other than peaceful methods were 
considered, 

SIR DAVID MAX4ELL-FYFE: To save any trouble, I should like to assurc the 
Tribunal that the prosecution accepted the answer in tho sohse which Your 


Lordship has just put ite e shouldn't suggest for a moment that Frince 


Erbach wold make any cther answer thah in the sense the Tribunal has accepted 


Porhaps a way of meeting the difficulty would be if you 
would agree to read tho words in tho sense "and not by forco," 
SIR DAVID MAX JELL-FYFE: If your Lordship pleasese 
THE PRESIDENT: Yose 
DR. KUBUSCHOK: "hon, of course, I quite arree, and I should lite to have 
the decision of tho Tribunal as to whether Graf Foil will bo transported here 


so that he can depose an affidavit. 


IE PRESIDENT: You mean tho other witness? 


E: AVES TS : : 
DR. KUBUSCHOK: he second witness, Count Feil, who wrote this letter, 


which wo wish to submit to the High Tribunal in the form of on affidavit. 
THE PRESIDENT: Je will conéider thet when we have heard Sir Dovid. 
there any other inconsistencies or contradictions which you wish 
our attention to in the Princots interrogatory? 
the lotter of Count Foil been translated? 
DR. KUBUSCHOK: Not yet, My Lord, but it is a rather simple letter. 
However, we can not prove the identity of the letter, an? 


wanted the affidavit. 
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THE PRESIDENT: Would the letter itself be sufficient if the prosecution 
were prepared to admit the letter? 

DR. KUBUSCHOK: Yos, it would suffice, My Lord. It would quito suffice; 
the contents are sufficient. Evon if we hac an affidavit, we could not prove 
anything other than what is actually contained in the letter already. 

SIR DAVID MAX JELL@FYFE: I have no objection to admitting the letter, My 
Lorde 

THE PRESIDENT: Very well. Thank you, Sir David. 

Then the interro; jS of Prince Erbach will be amended in the way that 
we havo indicatec, and e letter of Count Friedrich Karl von Feil will be 
admitted. 

SIR DAVID MAXWELL-FYFE: I wonder if Your Lordship will allow mo to 
mention one point that arose on Tuces?nye 

Your Lordship may remember 
been permitted by the vrosccution to 
understanding arose in this Waye Your 
stage, in Jcaling with witnesses anc applications, 
evidence of shacklinge because I aid that the prose 
as to shackling Dy the Germans as port cf their onse, and th 


on E ^ 
bo pursuod, 


scem to mo an issue tht need 
I put that forward, and “r. Roberts, who was dealing with tho later 
etages, adopted the samc lince 
Apparently that was understood as including an objection to the Jehrmacht 
order that was part of the preparations for the commando 


at the tire. 


I should not like the Tribunal to think I was makine any reflection on 


the learned professors who are conducting the defendant Jodl's ca or putting 


forward that they had made a basic accusation against moe I thouc therefore, 


the Tribunal would nllow me just a moment to explain thet it wis a misunder- 


5 


ston'cinrz an? that neither of us feol that we have been injured in any way by th: 


other by what has been snide 
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THE PRESIDENT: Is there anything further that needs to be done with 
reference to the admission or introduction of ths? 

SIR DAVID MAXVELLeFYFE: Not at all, because I waived any objection 
t» it, and the defendant Jodl was permitted, in giving his evidence, to make 
a full explanation as to ite I only wanted it understood how the misunder- 
standing had arisen, and thet I did not foel that Professor Exner or 
Professor Jahrreiss had ade any baseless charzes against me in so doing. 

IE PRESIDENT: Yese 


DAVID MAX.ELLeEFYFEs: Thank you very much. 


11295 


0 0 





Ter vases. ili 
H0152 — 0009 


DR. NELTE (Counsel for Defendant Keitel): I should like te put 
one question to the witness. 


FREIHERR von BUTLAR BADENFELS — Resumed. 
DIRECT EXAMINATIOT — Continued, 


BY MR. NELTE: 

Q Witness, the accusation has been raised against the defendent, Field 
Marshal Keitel, that "rather than to protect his subordinate officers, he 
threatened them with turning them over to the Gestapo". 

Can you give us facts about this accusation which show that this 
was not the casa? 

A I can testify that Field Marshal Keitel was always very generous 
to the officers of the Wehrmacht Fuohrungs Steb, of the Operational Staff cf 
the Wehrmacht; and as far as Colcnel Minst was concerned, who was closely 
connected with him as the Chief of his Givisicn, thoro was almost a fatherly 
relationship between them. I cen also say that I myself, with Lioutonent 
Colonel Ziehrvogel, one of the workers of ny steff, in the year 1945, on the 
basis of factual dissent with the staff of tho Reichsfuohror SS, was accused 
in a letter to Field Marshal Keitel that I had disturbed the cooperation and 
that I had sabotaged the conduct of the war; and in the reply, Ficld Mershal 
Keitel requested us and said that he would take the complote responsibility 
for everything which his subordinate officers wore doing. 

DR. NELTE: Thank you very much. I have no further questions. 

THX PRESIDENT: Cross examination. 

MR. ROBERTS: My Lord, I do not propose to cross examine.  Thet, 
of course, will not be taken that the prosecution is accepting the truth of 
this evidence at all. But tho whole question of atrocities in the East has 
been so thoroughly covered by evidence and by document, My lord, I think 
it would he wrong and repetitious if I cross examined. 

THE PRESIDENT: Yes, Mr, Roberts. 

MR. ROBERTS: My Lors, there was one other point. Dr. Laternser, 
in the interests of saving time, produced an affidevit of this witness dated 
the 20th of May, 1946. 

Mr Lord, of course, we are moet anxious to assist Dr. Laternsor in 


any effort on his part to save time, and we do not put any objection to this 


affidavit. But I am not quite certain as to what the affidavit is, enc as to 
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whether it has been put in as an exhibit, in which case if should be given 
a nuuber, or whether it should go to the Commission, 

TEE PRESIDENT: 1 do àot think it is necessary for it to be 
given an exhibit number. It was put to the witness, and he says the evidence 
wes correct. That enables Dr.Laternser to refer to it hereafter, 

MR, ROBERTS: Yes, My Lord. Than I propose the pro: scution 
should get copies. Could that be conveniently arranged? 

THE PRESIDENT: Of course. 

MR. ROBERTS: We, of ccurse, have not received anyo 

kr Lord, Mr. Dodd is pointing out that we have not soon this 
affidavit. We do not know what it conteins. But we will get a copy, and if 
we have any further application tc make, wo can make it. 

PES PRESIDENT: When an affidavit is used in this way and put 
to a witness who is in the witness box, of course the affidavit ought to be 
supplied to the prosecution in order that they may see what is in it, and so 
be able tc cross examine if they wish to do sc. 

Yes. 


PRESIDENT: That has not been done in this case. The best 


o fcr the affidavit to be supplied t; the prosecution, and the 
PF Í y 


mey, if they wish, apply to examine cn it bofcre tho commission. 

Do you think it is necessary? Perhaps you could see th: 

Gavit anc decice whether it is necessary to keep the witness hore, 
ROBERTS: My Lerd, I respectfully ezroo. 
ig PRESIDENT: And we shall hold the witness in Nurnberg? 

WR. ROBERTS: My Lorà, we accept the invitation to examine the 
affidavit over the week-end, and then, if necessary, we could make an appli- 
cation on 

Yos; that is quite all right. 


The witness can retire, 


THS PRESIDENT: Dr. Jahrreiss, will y^u examine the next witness? 
DR. JAHRREISS (Counsel for Defendant Jodl): Yes, if it is the 
wish of the High Tribunal. With the permission of the High Tribunal, I wish 


to call Major Buechs as my next witness. 
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MAJOR HERB:RT BUECHS, a witness, took the stend anû testified 
as follows} 
BY THE F3ESIDZNT: 
«4 Will you state your name, please? 
å Herbert Buechs. 
Will you repeat this oath after me: 
I swear by Gd, the Almighty and Omniscient, that I will gpeak 


the pure truth and will withhold nothing and acd nothing. 


1 


(The witness repeated the oath.) 


THE PRESIDENT: You may sit down, 
DIRECT EXAMINATION 
BY DR. JAHRRZISS: 
« Witness, what position did you have in the last years of the 
A From the lst of Novembar, 1945, I was a General Staff officer 
of the Luftwaffe, with the chief of the Wehrmacht Fuechrungs Stab, tho Wehr- 


macht Operational Staff. and in thet capacity, I was en adjutant with 


And were you in this position until the end of the war? 

A I was in this position until tho enc, until my arrest on the 
23 rd of May, 1945, 

THE PRESIDENT: Witness, would ycu consider tha lights? When that 
yellow light goes cn, it means that you are going too fast; and if you woulda 
try to make a pause after the question cones thr ugh to you, that woul be 
much better. 

THE WITNESS: Very well. 

BY IR. JAHRREISS: 

4 Witness, during this time in which you were in the Fuehrer's 
headquarters, did you sce thet the headquarters wes in different areas? 

å Yes. In Bast Prussia, I was in the headquarters in Berlin, and 
in the year 1944, in Berchtesgaden. 

Q It has been mentioned that at the Fuehrer's headquarters, there 
was a party clique allegsdly. Do you know anything about that? 

A If I understand with that expression a circle of people which I 


would chocse to call Fogelein, Bormann and Burgdorf. 
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« You would say that that was a clique? 


A These were three gentlemen who were in very close personal and 


official contact, and to the outside world created this impression of being 


a clique. 
& | Were they in a very close personal reletionshiy with themselves or 
with others? 
A Not only among themselves dic they have a clcso reletionship, but 
I alse observed that these three gentlemen had a very strong influence cn 
Qolf Hitler himself, 
TEE PRESIDENT: Dr. Jahrroiss, would you ascertain the names of 
20 again? They did not come to us quite clearly. 
DR. JAERREISS: Yes, 
BY DR. JAHRREISS: 

« Majer, will you please give us the names distinctly of these 
three gentlemen you just mentioned? 

A  Fegeloin: He was the liaison officer, with Himmler, to Adolf 
Hitler. Then Bormann, who was the head of the perty chancellory and the 
deputy of the party; and General Burgdorf, who hed a dual position es chief 
of the army personnel cffice and at the same time as chiof adjutant of the 
Wohrmacht with the Fuehrer, 

« Dic Colonel General Jodl have an official connection with each 
of thess three gentlenen? 

A I should start with Fegelein. Fegelein as liaison o 
Hinmler was, as fer es tho Fuohrer was concernec, that man to whom he turned 
in all questions of material, equipment, and personnel cf the Waffen SS divi- 
sions, When these questions were ¿iscusse and the use of these divisions 
in the course of the military situation came up, and in this connection when 
the situation reports came up, there were Many common points within the 
sphere cf work of Fegelein. But, on the other hand, the general official 


connecticn between JcGl and Fegelein was very, very slight. 
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Q and how about Bormann? 
As far as Bormann was concerned, as Deputy of the Party, Colonel General 
Jodl always strongly celineate his sphere of influence. If there were unjustifie 
accusations against the Wehrmacht or if there was any interference, he always 
rejected. this interference or these accusations. It witnessed this especially 
while the war v b م‎ carried on on German soil. There were frequently 
frictions with those Gauleiters who had been 0683125161 to be Reichs Commissars, 


ani on this occasion it witnessed that Colonel General Jodl, when he received 


complaints from Bormann or letters from Bormann, dealt with these letters in a 


rather abrupt marzinal noto an? returned these letters, and in that way he showed 


his attitude. If ho was not successful in Jcalinc with the matter in that way, 
he was not slow in 5611122 the Fuehrer just how he felt, and then he brought 
about a decision n the Fuehrer's part in writing e 

Q And the third of these gentlemen mentioned, Purrc3orf? 

A As far as General Burzdorf was concerned, to my recollection, Colonel 
General Jodl ha? very little official contact with him, althouzh Purz;?orf had to 
handle the personnel, the filling of positions, and he discussed these matters 
with the Fuchrer. In this case, I saw that Genpral Buredorf first of 211 ciscusse 
these matters with the Fuehrer alone, so that Cc el General Jodl had very, ver 
little influence in that directione 

© Now I should like to know from you, Witness, how the person 

tween Colonel General Jodl and each of these three centlamen? 

A Jodl rejected Fezelcins he was averse to him and I believe Jodl, even at 
that time, fully realized his character defects, I was there when he called Fe- 
gelein to account an? put him in his place. As far as Bormann is concerned, I 
shoul? say Colonel General Jodl had no relationship with him at alle I believe 
there was no association outside the official one, no personal relations hip at 
all, And the same things that I said about Fegelein I believe also applies to the 
relationship with General Burgdorf, whom Colonel General Jodl Aid not like 
personally, 

Q Now I shall turn to a different point, Hitness, do you know anything about 
this matter, that in the last phase of the war there wero considerations that 
certain hástile aviators, which wére in hand, would be turned over to the popular 


you hear about that? Ta 
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A Yes, I regall in the spring of hh, at Berchtesgaden, the Fuchrer, in a 
‘rather heated way, demanded that Allied flyers who made wmergeicy landings in 
Germany not be protected by the Wehrmacht a:sinst the enrarcd populace, This 
demand had been based on reports accor^inc to which a Kreisleiter of the Party 
an! an officer of the Luftwaffe had protected an Allied aviator, At that time 
the Fuchrer made this demand in a very sharp and a very heated manner. He demanded 
that the Wehrmacht issue corresponding orders so that a Stop would be put to this 
once and for all, 

Q Did Colonel General Jodl have the demand put to him also by Fitl er? 

This demand was made at a conference at which 011ل‎ was resent, but Colonel 

General Jodl did not have any direct connection with the treatment of this questior 
for this was not a purely military matt ır with which Jodl would be concerned. 

Q Did the Colonel General make any statement at all in this report? 

A Colonel General Jol, as well as all other gentlemen, rcjecte? this demand 


3 


ang, on his part, did everything possible in order to attempt to dissuade the 
Fuehrer from this demand, ani immediately he tried, by taking a critical attitude, 
to establish the action which would be bak So as not to infrinze on International 
Law in dealinc with aviators, 

Q I really do not need to ask you a^out this for we have proof throuch docume: 
én this matter, but tell me, was it possible, if, as you have described, Hitler was 
enrared an? stormed and demanded a decree, was it possible to pursue a delaying 
action? 

A In the case in which tho Fuehrer, in the heat of his first race, demanded 


somethin: like that, it was impossible for these gentlemen to whom this demand was 


put to do anything at that moment, to contradict or perhaps to refuse 
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the carrying through of this order. There was nothing loft for them to do, 


ond this suggestion was put by Jodl frequently, thet ono would have to try, 


by the supplying of arguments, of dat. and facts and counter arguments, and 


through the presentation of attitudes of agencies and officérs who were con- 
corned with this == that that material should be gathered and, in a quict 
ond favorable hour, approach the Fuchcor on this matter once more ond try to 
dissuade him fron his extravagant and exorbitant demand. 4t the outset, this 
resultcd in a rather lengthy exchange of letters, «nd the files of the various 
jertents involved were sont back and forth, everything with the idea of 

delaying the matter as much as possible and, if possible, shelving the matter 
conplctely,. ly impression, as far as the treatment of the terror flycrs was 
concornod, was this, that in this caso wc succecdcc absolutely, even though 
tho Fuchrer again an? again had his attention calle to this question through 
reports and wanted the cccree to be carricd throughs 

Q Did not a decree like that conc through ? 

4 I know of no order like that at all. 

Q Cen you cite an incident in which it was made clear or abvious that a 


^ 


that actually was novor issuod ? 

& On ono occasion I personally was called to account by the Puchror, in 
4íu;ust of 19), when, after an air attack on Munich, Fegelein, in a rather 
drastic manner, described low level attacks to him anû reportec. to him that in 
the flack resistance tivo Allicd aviators hac parachuted and had been captured 


by ono of the flack pcoplc, án? Fegelein said that he had called tiis man to 


a 


account and asked him why he had not shot the flyers, ond this man said he had 
not Cone so becausc he hadn't had on ord 2 cfifockt. at that moment 
I interpolated on xy own account that there actually vhs no such order; ond 
thon thc Fuchror accused me in the strongest manner that tho leading offi- 
cers of tho .chrnacht had not issued a dceree like that, ond thon hc ggain de- 
mended the issuing anc execution of that order, 

Q Did it actually take place then ? 

å Not even thon, for that was the period after the 20th of July, the time 
of the campaign in the Vost where burning questions were in the forcvground, 
an? these questions avershadowed the problem of the treatment or terror 


flyors; this problem w s shelved in favor of the burning question: of the ‘icst. 
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Q witness, do you know about an incident in Berlin, I bciicvo in larch of 
4C, which allegedly took place in the -cichschanecllcry, where the Puchrer 
t been issucd? 
rocnll that in ilarch of 1945 the Fuchrer acain talked about this probe 

lez in a very heated manner, to Gemeral Koller, who wns the thon Chicf of the 
General Staff of the Luftweffe. I was not present at the beginning of this con» 
versation. I was called in, however, and heard the Fuchrer soy &pproxinately 
the following: that on the basis of the attituce takcn by the chimacht end 
cspaccially the attitude taken by the Luftwaffe, it had not booniossiblo fo 
hin tc counteract the terror of the م‎ flyers over Gornny 


terror, 


© Just a nonent, Vitness. You said that you had not been present at tho 


a 


TT 


AaLlLUMISS: lir, Fresident, wc have a Coourent which we vent to submite 
tory to be found in the document book, Volune 
which is the testimony of Generel Koller, Chicf of the T. 
mony, uncer Figure 4, which is on Page 180 cf the docuricnt book, shows all the 


Le 0 : 


dctails of intcrest, end it shows this ( 3io1 erlin, which is of trenen- 


0 Is. 0 . 0 ^n 
dous inportenee, this conversation took place in tho n ou onc. the other 


D ^ 


part took place in tho ontc-roons; and there was a & conversation with 
tcelephonicallye I should like tə have the permission of the High Tribu- 


1 


nol, in order to save tinc, to prosont this matter in toto و‎ evon through the 
Witness on the stand was present for only a part of this onversation, as tho 
last scntcnec shows Jodl is decplyconecrned in this whole docuncnte And I bo- 


we can sawe tinc if I may deal vi 3 matter in toto 


r and present it nove 
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First of all, I should like to road tho first question to General Koller, 


which is to be found on nace 179, Here the witness was asked: 
"How long have you been Chiof of the General Staff of tho Luftwaffe?' 
Swor is on the next paro and is: 


^ 


19,3 until 3 Septerbor 1944 I was Chief of the ^ir Force 


"From 1 Septenver 1 
Operational Staff, fron 23 Novombor 194) Bhiof of the General Staff of tho 
Air Forces" 

Question و5‎ and that is the question which concerns us, is on page 179: 


"Do you recall that about March 1945 in the bunker of the Reich Chancoller 


the Fuchrer reproached you ani the Luftwaffe because such a order was not 


xactly that abont the beginning to the middle of 
Merch 1945, during the situation report a notice 
Reporter Survey was laid before the Fuchrer by Bormann. It 
this effects 

tin American combat aviation cre" ot down over Germany a short time 
previcusly was overtaken by advancing American troops. They had declared that 
they were mis handled by indignant persons cf the population, hac been 
threatened with death and probably would have been killed, if German soldiers 
had not delivered thom and t aken them under their protecti 

"Bormann further pointed out to the Fuchrer in a few v 
confirmed that. soldi ins 1S in acainst the popul: 

"Hitler, rather angry, turned to me onc said excitedly: 

"Y have alreaity once ordered that bailing-c are not to be 
protected against the population, These people only murder German women and 
childrens It is unheard of that Gornan soldiers should take measures to 
protect these murderers against their own population which is acting fron 

Why were my orders not carried out?! 

"Surprised by this attack I replied somewhat like this: 

"tT know of no such order, moreover it would be a practical impossibilit; 

"mitler, turning toward me expressed himself, very loudly and sharply, 

"tThe reason why my orders are not carried out is only the cowardice 


he Luftwaffe, because the gentlemen of the Luftwaffe are cowards and are 
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afraid that something might also happen to theme The whole thing is nothin: 
iore than a cowardly agreement between the Luftwaffe and the British and 
American flicrse! 

"Hitler turned then also to Kaltenbrunner who happenod to bo present 
in the backcround, and speaking to him while partly locking at me continued: 

"tT hereby order that all bomber crews bailed-cut in the last few months 
and also all bomber crews bailing-out in future are to be turned over by the 
Luftwaffe to the SD and are to be liquidated by > SDe Anyone 

population will 
ler then further expressed in a 

conceptions The assembled officers made a general imp 


L 1 


‘orts entourage intorview 
with Kaltenbrunner in tho side passace waye 
"Koller: It 


can say as muc 


sticn that the Luftwaf fc 


Wraltenbrunner s 
of the SD arc continually misunderstooc Those ‘thins : no concern ‘of 
SD. Moreover no German soldier would do what the Fuehr demands That ‘is 
German soldicr iino He doos not kill priscners if incivicual 
party followers 
interfores. The Fuehrcr has a complotkly false picture 
in the matter myself. It- would 
me at alle e mus ly soe how w "C j T otherwis 
of us transferred ancng' the first H gain tire. 


ono way or tho other, I am going to leave Berlin inmeciately for a fairly 


long timee 


"voller? Then we are’ acreed on the main point, Your leaving Berlin is 


ب 


1 


propitious,. But we must have another way out as far as the Fuchrer is 


concerned, for it is possible that he may come back to his order tomorrove 
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Later on, if it gets worse and worse, wo will have to soo how to prevent the 


business, or what is going to happen to 


US e 


"Tt was decided at 


my sugccsbion that no order along the lines commanded 
by tho Fuchrer will be given to the Luftwaffe and tho SD. None was given to 
the SD. In case the Fuchrer should revert to his ordor arain, then, first of 
all, prevent further action through explanations of the following kind: 

"All previously captured prisoners belonging to flying crews must not ! 
1anded over to tho Luftwaffe, but scattered everywhere around under the contr 
of the Replacement Army Commander (BAE); time of capture not to be centrally 


knoe Therefore, the establishnent of a number of ar personnel captured 


during the last months would bo very difficult ani time-conswihge Also, 

preparations must bo made in detail for getting then out without attra eting 
entione The newly captured crews 5o automatically to interrogation center 

Those aro in a state of moving, owing to operations. Tiaison is bad 

"Therefore, detailed discussicns and apreorents with the SD nocossory. 

In order to preserve the appearance of Ciscussian, the intelligence offi 
of the Luftwaffe (Ie des OKL) should go to a delegate of Kaltonbrunner, vho 
however, would first have to be appointed 
tAifter tnb Fuchror!s entourace, I spoke to Field Marshal Keitel in tho 
entranc 0 of tho air raid sheltcr and said: 
ttTho Fuohror!s order is insare (Keitel remarked in between: "nne can 


certainly call it that"). The Luftwaffe shall keep her escutcheon cleane 


The order cannot be carr 


H 
2 
ct 
E 


T a» ecnvneod that tho Reich Marshal is 


entirely of my opiniones To issue such an order and moroovor with such a thr 


of punishment, only verbally fo an order of this kind he 


lve To a nd he has to sicn his 
own nano. Whether or not it will then be carried cut is an open quostio 
in any case not by the Luftwaffe, Nor by the SD, either, I have spoken with 
Kaltonbrunnere 

"Fiol ? hal Keitel: He will nòt sicn such orders thon, anc the OKW 
always has to endorse everything. But I will be damned if I issue such an 
ordere" 

"Koller: The Luftwaffe cannot join in this uncer any circumstancese 


Tlo will never asame such a responsibility." 


4 


"Piold Marshal Keitel: You are richte I noithor. I must think ove 


Li 500 


TL 


about it and howe 


"The conversaticn was interrupted because Keitel was calicd to the 


indicnant an? annoyed about the Fuchrer!s ordere 
"After refreshments in a corner of the air raid shelter I had to cross 
nference room again t 


oute H itler by chance came out of the room, cave an order to 


r to the conference roc 


of you must help meg it cannot 


ho Luftwaffe, or at least the Reich defense 
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against the frightful bogbing terrorism 


only murdering Go 1 women children" 


Defonse anid our ws do what they can and whe anl, 


"C 
LL lI 


Qii10D0l.0 MOM» 


brutal 


cor ac 


prisoiuo rSe 


1. 
110 





TIAE LLL, 


H0152 — 0022 
on neople, and 


۹ 


OMe‏ ل 


Gorm 


of the 


"And so tho Luftu 3 afraide 


right, but 


T DOT siblo Dou. 
A 0L CSpOnS8siD CG ا‎ 


no othor : oxcopt 


1 ^ 
ANVS 


3 
A^ نووم هن‎ 
apound 


"iftor my 


4 


von Braushitsch of tho o 


—€— مك م‎ 3 as aps d 
convorsacion WLtn 


Vai د‎ 


E 25:3 maA 
VL ug 
Was very 
PE 3 
tho. 0011 
Koltonbrun 


Vek VOLS 


Wer E 


i Porhaps 


WACCLS e 


" ^ 1 4 4. 
olm vadis 
orcoroc Must 


s mela 
LOSO Words: 





H0152 — 0023 


insane and nno > carried out," 
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above-mentioned Fuchrer's order hve ien adopted neither by 


the Luftwaffe nor by the SD, This order has not been made known, 


in my opinion, to the Replacen 


the Replaccment 


‘uehrer's meeting ond the order 


(OKW). 


shal, or with nys 
Eo ltenbrunner 
Lotter ngain about this 
ytter drop, or wheth 


13 unable t 


14% Dieta Fy 
"i) Perhaps two 


& direotis 


given ocension to it. In it wns disclosed tl 


"uohrcr was 
with tne 
es you were present 
presented by General i 1 orrect? 


Luftwoffe 


I remember strong] 


ndjour now, 


1 ken. ) 
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equipment, the ings in the offices of the Fuchrer's hend. 


aS e 
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still 

these offices of th» Fuchrer ind 
Colonel General, and your own, wore 
: 


T- hoadda Ge, Él و‎ wc 
3, both in Besî 13891! partioul: 


ruehrer had 


concentration 


+ 


M M 


ich, We heave no 


whether 
cone to that knowlece 
further questions? 
pointing out wes ao 2 
in evidence. 


» ought not to 
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you wore 5 commending officer 


Puechrer Hecdquerters were you present et the daily 


I participated in the daily military discussions. 


whether you were present during 


1945, which 


to whet wes to happen to the 
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~~ confincd at Sagan? 
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liko this: The question of 
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personnel -- the RAF officer 
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thot camp on the approach of 


reported 


ian Army, or whether 
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8 June-rM-M-7el ^ Bubley 


refer to ^n erronsrous part of the record, During the cross examination of 


Defendant ?oering on the 20th of March 1946, “ocument 18-3786, Exhibit USA 


787 was pr isentede In the German record, page 5250, there ismention of how 
they were t be transportec away, and then it says that the Fuehrer said they 
would have to go even if they walked in dreck, but in fact it says in the 
riginal minutes, "The y have got to fo, even if they have to trek t join a 
column," That is something quite different. One says, dreck, G-re-e-c-k, and 
«ne says trek, terecek, 

I would therefore ask that the translation in the Ênzlish which «ives 
a completely cifferent and quite erroneous impression should be rectified. As 
the witness has just said, the “uehrer said, "They have got to go even if they 
have to march in a trek'-- that is a column +» "on foot", 

THE «RESIDENT: Yes. Now, the Tribunal thinks that the best way to deal 
with these questicns of translation is to take it up with the General Secretary 
and get it submitted to the Tran&lation Division, 

Re STAHMERs Yes. I merely wanted to state my point of view. 
BY DR, ST, VER$ 

4 Then there is supposed to have been a statement in the course of 
that conferonce, while transports were being menticnec, that the prisoners were 
to take off their boots when walking in the snow. 

Do you remember whc nace that remark? 

A No, I cm't remember, and I consicer that that is quite cut cf the 
question, 

D ontt you remember at all that such a remark wasmade? 
> made it? 

a It is perfectly possible that Fegelein said something like that in 

connection or others I don't know, 

According to the record, Redchmarshal Gcerin: is supposed t 
le thet remark, 

A I consider that out of the question, May I, perhaps, in this 
connection mention that the stenccraphic,record, the t.kinz down of minutes, 
presented « «reat deal of difficulty. Yuring these conferences four to six 
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people would talk at the same time, anc very fast indeed, so that the steno- 
‘paphers cou]: only write what they heard, They could neither look up nor 
check who had actually said the words they were taking dom} There was a tale 
arcunc which there sat or stood some 30 people, and that, of course, made the 
work of the stenozrahers most difficult, 
ER: I have no further questions, Mr, rresident. 

Die LATERNSER (Counsel for the General Staff and the OK): Mro ,resident, 
at this oint cf the trial I feel cbli:s;ed to make a statement. I have & 
number of important questions which I cought to put to this witness, which I am 


not in a ; ton to co because of the resolution passed by he Tribunal and 


= 
THE RESIDENT: (Interposing Laternser, you will have full op: ortun- 
to put the questions to the witner> before the Commission. 
DR, LATERNSER: Mre rresident, please may Ic mplete my statement, 
I have declared that because ol the decision announced today I am not in 
Sosition to jose my questions, and that, of course; I submit to that cecision 
Tribunsl. I wish to stae, however, that with =- 
it is inaccurate to say you are 
put your ques tic 
sition to put your questions 
without further qualificatione You are in a position t ut your questions t 
the witness before the V mmissione 
DR. ZATERNSER: Nevertheless, Me president, I feel there is an impeciment 
for he defense, constituted by the fact that the defense of the organizations 
is therefors not in a position to collect itsimmediate evicencee 
THE ERESIDENT: The Tribunal has announced its decisions 
I only regret, Mr, President, that that decision was 
jmeed without the defense havin first been hearce 
DR. LOEFFLER (Counsel for the Si): I wish add somethin: to the statement! 
my co lleacus Loternser. I wish to smphasize another -= 
ESIDENT:(Interposinz) On vhat [ int, Dr. Loeffler? 


;oint that the witnesses who have been calied today 


11314 





8JUne-M-il-7-3- Bubley H0152 -0028 


cannot be asked questions by the defense counsel for the organizations, as 


has been the custom until now, and that is a disadvantaze to the defnense 
because in practice we lose these witnesses altosether. 

THE PRESIDENT: Dye Loeffler, you and Dr, Laternser seem not to have 
read article 9 of the Charter, which .rovides that the Tribunal may direct 
in what manner the applicants shall be represented and heard. That is with 
reference to the organizations. The Trihunal, after very creat trouble, has 
had brought to Nurnberg a very large number of witnesses anc has set uy 
commissi.ns fcr the purpose of examining those witnesses, and they are <oing to 
hear some witnesses from among those witnesses ata future date inthis court, 

The Tribunal has given the matter full considerationand it doesn't de- 
sire to hear any further arguments from yu or from any other of the counsel 
forthe organizations, 

DR, LOEFFLER: Mr, Fresident, we res,ect the reasons cf the Tribunal, 
but we feel lized to point out that fromthe point of view of the defense 
these reasons are justified in theory, but that in practice they mem the 
less cf that witness, and I beg your permission to give you a very brief 
explanation so that the Tribunal will understand why we lose the benefit cf 
those witinessese 

You, Mre rresicent, have saic that the witnesses can be heard before this 
Commissicn, but they cannot he heard before the Commission. 

THE «ESIDENT; The Tribunal, as I havetold you, has already considered 
this matter, and it my be that they will consider it further, but they don't 
desire to hear any further argument about it. It is a matter entirely 
within their discretion, and they have been at very great pains to provide 
that the applicants who wish to be heard in respect to these organizations 

fully and thoroughly heard, 

Tribunal will nct hear you further at this stave. 

LOEFFLER: May I permit myself to make a suggestion to you, Mr. 
rresident? 

THE rRESIDENT: Did you hear what I said? aid the Tribunal will not 
hear you further at this sta:e, 


DR. LOEFFLER: Very well, 
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CROSS EXAMINATION 
MR. .OBERTSs My Lord, I have only a few questions. 
BY MR, ROPLATSs 
‘our memory of that conference doesn't appear to be at all clear. 
uay I ask you which conference? 
0 The conference that you last mentioned, with regard to the evacuat- 
ion of the prisonersof Sagan, 


I am not aware of any point in which it is not supposed to be 


Well, but you say that you don't remember any mention being made 
the prisoners having to walk through the snow without their bocts one 
Yes, that is what I said, 
And you know that it is -= I can't finc the actual places I had 
ea this exhibit was going to be referred to == but you know that that is 
actual stenographer's notes, do you not? 
So it has been said, 
Yes. ånd you would agree with me that the stenographer could 
nat remark down unlesss it was said? 


3c 
(c. 


out you didn't hear the remark; therefore you don't know wo said 


1 
Yes, that s right. 


That is all I ask on thate 
I just ask on one other matter: In April of 1945 did Feg 


of becoming Hitler’. brother-in-law, when Hitler 


Tese 
And two days afterward, was Fegelein shot on the orders of his new 


founc. brothere-in-1aw? 


ar 


LES 
VR. ROBERTS: That is all. 
T3. JAURREISS:: Ihave no further question to the witness. 


TUE [RESIDENT: The witness can retire. 


س س س 


DR. JAHRREISS: With the permission of the Tribunal, I now call the witness 
rROFESSOR DR, SCHRAMM. 11316 





“ill you stato your full name, p 
Perey ¿rnst Schram. 
لا‎ „ill you repeat this oath after me: 
I swear by God, tho Almighty and Omniscicnt, that I will speak the pure truth 
and will withold and add nothing. 
Pus PRESID.W You may sit down, 
DIRSCT EXAMINATION 


1 


itnoss, were you in the Wehrmacht Operational Staff during this war? 


¬ n 


om arch of 1943 I was a member of tho Wehrmacht Operational Staff. 


until the end; that i > say, the beginning of kay 1945. 


that I served in the Wchrmacht Operational Staff I 
was writing the war di of that Staff. 
reccived that task? 
Wehrmacht Operational Staff was due to the fact that 
of history in civilian lif it the University of Goettingen. 
expert wos looked fc ho woul’ guarantee tho right quality for 
Chief, Colonel-Genoral 
inted mo to 
historian would, that it 
have to have an insight into all the events with referenc 


+9 
nov: 


ld not take part in tho Fuchrer situation dis 
ake part in the internal conferences. However, I participa 
in tho situation conferenees of the Vehrmacht Operational Staff, and 
portant documents passed through my office Curing those two years. 
Mr, itness, considering that you, more than anyone, had insight into the 


activities of the Wehrmacht Operational Staff, I should like you to tell us 


here what you know regarding the extent of Colonol-Gunoral Jodl's activities, 


A The Colonsl-~Gencral's activities could not be considered large enough; and 
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tolprint department of the ahrmach 
from the iicor j question, 
¿ftor that there was a con- 
evon larger. Then there 
internal 
The bulk of that 
writ 
time 
the point is 
Roloj د و‎ 
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ILLA E 
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J tO Keep himself informed currentl: 


but also, 
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difficulties in coordinating the interests of the various theaters of war, 
and coordinating them to the interests of the Eastern Front, too. 

Nid I understand you correculy that you mentioned 60,000 tele- 
print messares? 

Yes, 60,000. I remember the figure because my secretary vorked 


out that 120 volumes of files passed through our office, which were that 


/indicating7 thick. Therefore, anything which came through my office could 


bemeasured in meters =- 12,000. Now, that is hundreds of thousands of sheets 


lerhaps you may 5e able to help us with a question which has been 


epeatedly touched upon here but which has never been answered exactly. 
Do you know anything about an order from Hitler prohibiting 
generals from resigning? 

Yes; I remember that very exactly, in great detail, That was 
an order which appeared in the middle of 19h, and which came out, at that 
time, in very severe wordings It mentioned that before my time -- during 
1940 or 191 -- there had been an order of that typo. That order consisted 
of about one and a half typewritten pases . It used dynamic words and its 

still clearly before ny eyes because Several comrades of mine 
and I discussed it afterwar Se 

The order indicated that any coi anding officer and department 
uncer him would have the right to mention any objections he wight have to 
measures of his leaders, but that he Would then have to carry out the order 
unconditionally if it came from aboves that is to Say, he would have to do 
Something which meant acting contrary to his intentions. 

It added that it was impossible, as a consequence, for a supreme 
commanccr to declare his resignation. The reason given at the time was 
that the NCO'S in the trenches couldn't tell their company commanders that 
they want.d to resign when they didn't like the œ mpany commander's orders, 

I repeat, it was so emphatically worded, that we talked about it 
a grent و0651‎ because, beginning from that moment, there was even less of 
a possibility for the Supreme commanders to evade an order coming from above. 

Professor Schraim, might I ask you to speak just a tiny bit more 
sl owly? 
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This order =- the cohtents of which you have just now described 


8 Jure 19l6-y-nn-8-2a Daniels 


to us, and to which you have given, today, its final version =» did tht 
order apply to a man like ColoneleGeneral Jodl? 
A If it applied to the supreme commanders, then of course it applied 

to Colonel-General Jodl all the more, 

another question.  Colonel-General Jodl has been described as 
a political generale Yon are a civilian, and, vhat is mores, a professor, 
and you, thercfore, have the qualifications to express your views to such 
a statement. Also, you are able to state facts to this Trivunal which vill 
make it possible for the Tribunal to pass a judgment upon thstpoint. Can 
you give us facts which might serve as proof, pro or contra, for such a 
judgement? 

If the question is put whether the Colonel-General w 
general, then I will answer most emphatically "no." Whether theneunbers of 
his staff were Party members or not was utterly immaterial to the Colonel- 
Gencrale Although I belonged to that staff for two years, I pers 
could not tell you whether, and who, of the members of the offices we 
Tarty members or not, becausc it was so utterly unimportant. 

Therefore, the question in that sense, as to whether theColonel- 
General exercised political influence =- in that connection I draw your 
attention to the tremendous output that he was responsible fore Therefore 
he could not have had time, and I can cnly tell you, Jud.ing from my docu- 
nents, that I haven. recollection from which you could draw such a conclusion. 

*hat the Colonel-General has written down, and the papers I have 
seen, ran into the thousands, also, he always entirely confined hinself 
to military matters. He was carefully observing the dividing linc between 
that and politics. To و5‎ more exact, I cannot remember ever having se a 
document of a political nature wbich might have been written by 
the Chief of the Armed Forces Command Staff; not one, during the two years, 
did I see such a document in my files, 

5 But then perhaps he had a dormant love for politics, and perhaps 

he wrote something like that which wa outside of the filcs? 


I can answer that question cf yours with a strict "no", because I 


know from his entourage, and from conversations that I had with him, that 
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the entire diplomatic goings-on were consideredunpleasant by hin, and that 
he didn't like them because he felt that he was a soldier and did not want 
to have any contact with such matters. Apart from that, he was much too 
DuSye 

I didn't notice any ambitions either, because if the Colonel- 
General had been ambitious, he would not have chosen a position which was 
the least suitable for such a purpose because it exposed him to criticism 
from below, frompeople who didn't know the deeper reasons. That meant 
that he was constantly criticized fro: below, and he was criticized from 
above, too. He was not getting the recognition he deserved, 

I always thought it wes peculiar that the Colonel-General, at 


dox 


the time adolf Hitler die^, did not have more German decorations than I 
mysclf, who was simply a major in the reserve. Whether he had foreign 
Cecorations I do not know because I never saw them with my own eyeSe 

it any rate, the evidence as to any political ambition has never 
appeared to mee 

Yuring this trial there has been direct mention of a speech made 
by the Colonel-Gener2l during the winter of 1943-194, which he made 
fore Gauleiters. I don't know whether you know of that. 

å Yes, I remember it exactlye 

What do you remember cxactly? 

First cf all, let xe tell you that the reason why I remember it 
exactly is because I received the script for the lecturcse After it was 
no longerneeded I was given it for my war dia y, and it was very thick, 
That was a speech for which the material was collected in the varicus depart 
ments, an? an enormous map was needed for it which was difficult to manu- 
facture because it was larger than the rooms in which wo were workings That 
was the speech on the 8th or 9th of November, on the occasion of that 
annual mecting in Munich, 

The particular cause for a speech made by the Colonel-Genera 


outside the usual military circle was this, 


In September of 1943, throuch Italy's dropping out of the war, 


the front in the South had been extended to a length of lı, 000 kilometers from 
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Marseilles to Athens. We had succeeded in filling the gap azain, but all 


those who knew anything about the situction had considerable disquict; they 


were most upset, 


Re ROBERTS: My Lord, I object to long reasons 5 


the specch are entirely immaterial. 
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THE PRESIDENT: Tho Tribunal upholds thc objection. 
DY .لذ‎ 

iWitness, continuo, plcaso, to talk about the causes, 

THE PRESIDENT: I saic that the Tribunal uphold ir, Roberts! 
o5jeetion as to what tho witness must say, 

DR. J.HRREISS: I am so Sorry. I must soy that I uncerstood most 
Ciroctly and Clamotricolly the opposite, 

BY Di, JJHRRAISS: 

Witness, I an now soins: to have a do cument shown to you which was 
sulmitted to tho Tribunol by the prosecution two da ac P5-1808. Please, 
Will you first of all glance throu à vio documont? 

THE PRESIDENT: 5 it among tho Jodl Cocuments? 

DR. JsHRREISS: ©; it is a document which thc prosecution 
the cross oxoninotion two days aco, 


Ih. ROBERTS: My Lord, that document was handed up by mo during 
S examination, and I om afraid it is not in tho book, It is one of 
those documents which reccived 2 now GB number, and 
towards the ond of the cross oxcnination, PS 1808. 
DR, JsHRRELSS: Th Uk you, 
Go on, please, Dr. Jahrroiss, 


JaAHULZSS: 
Witness, on the next to tho last pero bottom, richt, there 
.our signature; is that Tint? 
Yos. This is a filo which I stm tod aftar tho 20th of July, 1944, 
as to record what was being done in the Operational staff. I want to acd 
in this connection that the operational staff was in no way connected with thai 


conspiracy, This copy presu aably comes from tho archives, The corrections 


are partly mine, and with ny sizsnature, and partly those of Hy secretary, 
But then I want to Cirect your attention to the first number in 


this document. 


Do you have it? 
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tness, pleasc vo ry b f ‘and 
circunstonce 


The colonel goncral appesred on the scene with white 


his head. We were all most supr 0 tha no consequences of 
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houlá have come about so 
tho cnarsy and the tenure 
and we were impressed by the moral 
attitude which he had 


JuiiSiSS: Thank you, Mr. Fresident. I have no further 
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BY Die JaHRREISS: 


7% 55 


tnoss, dic you take part in tho b orinnin:; of the Russian e^npoirn? 
es, I participated as tho fi Coneral staff officer of Fiold 
liarshal von Runstedt's army CLOUD. 


Q Witness, way I point out to you that I want you to allow a smell 


. SI 


pause between questions and answers? Would you also please Generally speak 
more slow 
Can you toll me whet you, : u very responsible position, as the one you 
heic, know at tho tine about Hitlorts reasons for tho German attack on the 
what was the officicl ronson? 

A Officially, my supreme comamdor-in-chiof told me that the reason fo: 
tho campairn, at tho tire و‎ Wes an attack from Sovict Russia had to be expected 
short time, and that therefore this was a preventive measure, 

you experienced tho first battles, did you not? 
n the South. It was with the Ukraine army group in tho 
south, 
Q after those first battle: had a certain amount of 
sions of the opponent و‎ did 
Yos, 
they, general, such impressio that they could t 
of a defensive wor? 
t was the unificd impression in the supreme command 
Group, including the supreme cormender in chicf and the deputy 
& that the reason given for thatceamaim was truc. 
definite impression at tho timo thet wo had hit on offensive ; 
on offensive conpjai,n. 
But did you have the frets on which you could base this impression? 
We hac a number of facts which could back that impression according 
to our conception, May I quote them to you? First of all, thoro was the 
strength of the troops roro fi^htino, which, although I cannot vive you 
figures now, was much largor than tho ficures wo hac been given vhon we had our 


briofin;. Then there was 2 considerable force which was massed nonr tho 
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fronti, There was the unusual equipment of tho armed forces و‎ Gxevcdins 
anything we hac expected, Jind there wes the comparatively strong croup 


opposito the Huncarian border, which we could not explain to oursolvos ^s 


a defensive force, and tron, there is ono most outstanding point, thz 


that tino wo found when wo eiim mnm Ayes م‎ 
na, imo we founl when wo captured ener aurin, 
4 LL 


they had been active in a greet deal of German or ori Ginal 4ustrion territor, 


which, again, we could not really explain with purely defensive consi dera ti oi 


^ 


Thon there was a number of incivicucl observations, which oro not significant 





Price 
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le Mr. “itness, just now you quoted an outstanding symptom, as you coll 
it, ond you referred to this map question which you have described. Jhy is 
that particularly cutstanding? why is it more outstancing than tho other 
things you have mentioned? 


ie It is particularly remarkable that these units wore equipped with 


maps, being, as they were, on the “ussian front, which went far beyond the 


reconnaissance areas which would be neccessary to cover for a defensive came 
apign, even if you admit thet, after the beginning of the war, such 
reconnaissance in certain instances might have t^ حم‎ across tho enemy border, 
"e There has becn mentioned in this Court room tho fact that aftcr 
marching into the Ukraine our troops had found exceptional circumstances in 
the case ^f certain Ukrainian cities, specail circumstances, Do you know 
what I mean? 
iie Yos, I quite realize what you moane Such difficulties cecurred t 
a tremendous extent when we approached Dnieper. I should imagine that that 
is the affair of the long distance Mmicpor detonation, n blowing up which 


2601104 t^ a very considerable extent in our fichtineg zone in tho Kiev- 


Korkov-Choltava area, They caused us a preat deat of trouble and they forecad 


us to adopt consicerable counter measures at that time. 

le 15 you know whether that applies to Odessan? 

ie I heard tht things wore blown up in Odessa but I can not tell you 
details. 

75 you know the details about Karkov? 

I know the details for certain, because there was an episode which 
necessitated certain security moasurese On the west border of Karkov there 
were long and serious battles and the di ional staff =- although I can't 
remember the number == wns destroyed ond died because of such blowine up 
operations, This brought about orders for special safe-fuarding and tho 
search of any building which micht be uscd for accommodating commanding staff's 
thoreaftere 

Did you, Mr. Witness, actually handle a Russian map or see one which 


showed tarrots for such blowine up operations? 
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Ae No, I myself can't remembor having seen such a maD e 
te Earlier you said thit Ficld Marshal von Runstedt was your commandinr 
officer. iho was your chief? 
General of the Infantry von Sodenstern. 
If I remember correctly the, Ficld Marshal von Runstodt at that time 
rotired or wis retired, is that right? 
Ficld Marshal von Runstedt, when the attack on Rostov failed in 
November, 1941, and after permission to retreat with his leading units had not 
been granted him by the OKH, made a report to the OKH, uncer which hc came, 


(o 


in which he expressed himself anc said that if there was lack cf confidence 
in his leadership, then he would have t> ask the “uchrer to nominate n now 
commancer for thet Army croupe The reason I مع‎ accurately remember the episode 
is because I myself drafted the telegram and the Field Marshal thon mce a 
dition to ite The telegran was dispatche? in the evening and 
Hitlorts answer, which meant his retircmont or new post, came durin* thc 
same nirht. 
S^ that his application was granted? 

4e Yos, it was, but perhaps I moytell you that thore was a Subsequent 
episode to that affair, because a few days afterwards Hitler flow to Mariopol 
personally so as to inform himself on the spot about the actual situaticn. 
On the flirht hack from there, he vi 1 the Poltava Hee of Field Marshal 
von "unstedt and thare was an oral discussi n ^urinr which Hitler == I can't 
tell you for certain whether I witnessed this scene myself or whether the 
Chicf Acjutant Oberst Schmundt told me about it immediately afterward 
repeat, there was a personal Ciscussicn in the course of which Hitler 
raisec accusations arainst the Fiol Marshal to the effect tha 
alternative question, anl he told him: "TI am not willing to tolerate any such 
applications to resign in tho futurce ‘hen I hive made a decision, then the 

ibility is transferred to me by ite I myself am not in a position to مم‎ 

to another superior, for instance, God “lmichty, an^ toll him I an not poing 


5 


on with it because I don't want to take the responsibility," e considered 
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that thot scene at that time was of principal importance, ond I may add that 


later orders on thet quostion confirmed that impression, 


Do you kvow, Mr. “itness, whether Hitler, as for as thot decision of 


his was concerned, in future would not tolerate such applications? Do you 


5 


know whether he ever rescinded that decision? 
No, he certainly did not, because, as I know, thoro were two vecasions 
when corresponding orders were issued which made an application to resign, 


from a supreme commander cr a loading officer, giving as tho reason that he 


couldn't assume respon .lity, prohibited, That 


pointe If I am properly informed, you were 
still in the Operational Staff in the latter part of the War, were you not? 


On the 15th cf November, 1944, I became 


was dated the lst 


room, because many an even ook place durin; om whioh is important for 
this trial; but up to now, proper picture has yet been constructed 
it means, ' uati- onference an you explain to us the tochniquo of 
such a conference ) us how long they laster, how many people were “there? 

hese conferences wore permanently arranred for overy afternoon. 

& large number presents but then there was ond conference of 
a similar typo which were not concerned with the ^no 
2100 o'clock in the norninz, and I want t^ say, with reference to the latter, 
thot only junion General Staff officors of the OK: reported with reference to 

256 conferences. 
the interest 5f timo, the dofendant 1 

eave evidence as to these conferences and no ono put one word of cross 


examination t^ sugrest that his evidence was not accepted,  Thercfore, I wuld 
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like to submit that this is pure repetition on a point which is not disputed. 
THE PRESIDENT: The Tribunal does not wish to hear anything of a general 
or detailed nature about these conferences unless there is something in 
particular that you want to provo about thor, 
DR. JAHRREISS: Mr. Presicent, so as to clarify matters, may I ask you 
at this time whether the objection raised by Mr. Roborts meant that in this 
case the rule applies that somothing which has not been touched upon durinr 


cross examination can be considered proved? I am nor sure whether I have made 


mysclf understood. The objection from the prosecutor apparently is based on 


the sentence that somethine which has becn mentioned == 

THE PRESIDENT: I don't think you need lay down any hard and fast rules, 
but General Jodl gave gencral evidence about the nature of thesc "situation 
conferences" an? he was not cross cxamined on it. It doesn't scom at all 
necessary to m into tho general nature of these confercnecs with any other 
witnesse 

DR. JAHRREISS: Thank you very muche 
BY MR. JAHRREISS: 

le Mr. "itnosg, it is possible in military life that an officer might 
receive an order about which he is of a different opinion, is it not? 

Yes. 

ell, of course he has to oboy, but “nes he have a possibility of 
' his different opinion on record? 

In the German Army, if I romember rirhtly, such a possibility is 
impossible. An order from Hitler which came out in '38 I think, the winter 
of '38 or '39, cancelled such a possibility once and for alle He published 
an order at that time prohibitine chiefs of pencral staffs and commanding 
departments from putting their different pinions on record. 

le So that there are not any difficulties in the translation, will you 
ploase explain the word "Aktenkundig"? 
Ae I meant that it was not possible for the official files or the Jar 


Diary kept in any command staff to contain a note to the effect that the 
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prohibitec. 
Gencral, I am now going to hye a document shown to youe D-606, 
'ocument which o prosecution has submitte 1 during cross examinatione 
I don't know the exhibit number at the momente Perhaps Mr. 
Roberts might know ite 
Exhibit 492, M rd, and I put it in separately in cross 
TRESIDENT: € TES Jahrrciss. 
\HRREISS s 
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itness, cument? 


I em acquainted with the documente It has rot my file reference 


Vid you writo it yourself? 
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ERRATUM - 0050 


6, Morning Session 
——— ——- ——— 


On page 11289 of tho English transcript, morning sossion 
pag & pos 0 


seventh paragraph down should bo changed to read as follows: 


The application of the dofondant Gocring for two witnosses 
r o و‎ 


Stuckhardt ond Burmath is granted, but on the condition that throc 


witnesses only may bo called upon tho subject concerned, 





